Therefore, for these dates, daily rations of unidentified fish eggs were provided. however also adjacent areas. Therefore, in a second step the estimates for SD25 had to 216 be further downscaled. This was done using both data and results of ICES coordinated 217 hydroacoaustic surveys as well as hydroacoustic measurements conducted during the 218 stomach sampling/ichthyoplankton/hydrographic surveys that when combined allowed 11 estimating relative abundances in-and outside the defined spawning area within SD25 220 (see Table S1 1 ). As no BASS data were available for the period 1990-1998, species specific averages 237 for the ratio outside-inside were derived from the later years covered. Table S1 1 ).
368
In terms of overall predation pressure, daily consumption of both predator species 369 combined exceeded the total egg abundance in spring 1992, 1998 and summer 1997 370 (Table S1   1 ) and egg production of stage IA in spring 1990-1993, 1997, 1998 and 2004
371
( Fig. 4 ; Table S1 1 ).
372
In summer, consumption rates were generally lower than production rates, except in an overestimation of the egg consumption or an underestimation of the egg production.
434
Below we discuss the methodological challenges encountered in the present study. explain the estimated high consumption rates of cod eggs relative to production.
445
Further, a similar evacuation rate for fish eggs and other prey organisms was assumed.
446
The low proportion of fish eggs identifiable to species level indicates a rapid digestion 173x176mm (300 x 300 DPI)
